
Nonetheless, during this time these residual concentrations in excess of Basin Plan 

objectives will not pose a threat to current or future beneficial uses. It is highly unlikely ‘that 

petroleum hydrocarbon constituents detected in localized areas in the immediate area of the pre- 

1984 release will migrate substantially beyond the current limited spatial extent of less than 40 

feet. Though the longer chain hydrocarbons comprising TPH-g biodegrade more slowly than 

certain petroleum constituents, such as benzene, theyare also more’recalcitrant (i.e., less volatile, 

less soluble and highly absorbent) and much less mobile. It is also highly unlikely that this 

particular very limited pocket of shallow groundwater will be used directly as a source of 

,drinking water. Thus, the significant period of time that it will take for water quality in this 

limited area to meet all Basin Plan objectives is a reasonable time frame. Closure of the site, 

given the facts in this particular case, is appropriate. 

III. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

1. There is no evidence of MTBE at this site. 

2. Fourteen years after the release was stopped, groundwater meets Basin Plan 

objectives in less than 40 feet from the original release. 

3. Petitioner’s site is located in a commercial area. 

4. The nearest water supply well is located more than 1,400 feet away and shallow 

groundwater immediately underlying petitioner’s site is hydraulically separated from deeper, 

confined groundwater production zones. 

5. Additional soil and water remediation at petitioner’s site is not necessary as the site 

presents a low risk to human health, safety, and the environment. 

6. The level of site cleanup, which included removal of the USTs in 1984 and 

groundwater monitoring over a five years, is consistent with the maximum benefit to the people 

of the state. 

7. Given the adverse technical and economic implications statewide if further 

corrective action was required, and the minimal benefits, if any, that would be gained by further 

corrective action, it is not feasible to attain background water quality at petitioner’s site. 

8. Detectable concentrations of BTEX in shallow groundwater in contact with the 

limited weathered residual petroleum hydrocarbons adsorbed to soil particles may remain above 
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MCLs for another decade or more and thus violate the Basin Plan objectlves in a very localized, 

small volume of surrounding groundwater for a number of years to come. 

9. Detectable concentrations of TPH-g in shallow groundwater in contact with the 

limited weathered residual petroleum hydrocarbons adsorbed to soil particles will likely remain 

above 5 ppb (the commonly accepted odor threshold for drinking water) and thus violate the 

Basin Plan’s narrative odor objective in a very localized, small volume of surrounding 

groundwater for anywhere from decades to hundreds of years. 

10. The.determination as to what constitutes a reasonable period of time to attain water 

quality objectives must be based on evaluation of all relevant factors, including but not limited to, 

the extent and gravity of any threat to public health and the environment during the period 

required to meet Basin Plan objectives. Although the time required to attain objectives with 

respect to the 5 ppb odor threshold for TPH-g in this case may be more lengthy (e.g., decades to 

hundreds of years) than that for BTEX (a few decades or less), it is a reasonable period of time 

considering the facts of this particular case, including that there are no known drinking water 

wells within 1,400 feet of the site, that it is highly unlikely that petroleum constituents detected 

in localized areas in the immediate area of the pre- 1984 release will migrate substantially beyond 

the current (less than 40 feet) limited spatial extent, and that it is highly unlikely that this 

particular very limited volume of shallow groundwater in this particular commercial area will be 

used directly as a source of drinking water in the foreseeable future. 

11. Therefore, no further corrective action is necessary. 

12. The above conclusions are based on the site-specific information relative to this 

particular case. 

Ill 
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IV. ORDER 

’ IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that petitioner’s case be closed, and no further action related to 

the release be required, The UST Cleanup Fund Manager is directed to issue petitioner a closure 

letter consistent with Health and Safety Code section 25299;37, subdivision (h). 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned, Administrative Assistant to the Board, does hereby certify that the foregoing is 
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the State 
Water Resources Control Board held on November 19,1998. 

AYE: John Caffrey 
James M. Stubchaer 
Marc Del Piero 
Mary Jane Forster 
John W. Brown 

NO: None 

ABSENT: None 

ABSTAIN: None 

Administktive Assistant to the Board 


